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Eoeteruination of Bidder's Eligibility to Submit Offer as
Nanufacturerl. B-189672. Augunt 29, 1977. 1 pp.

Decision re: Rhimco Tidu'ttries, Inc.; by Milton Socolar (for
Paul 2. Deabling, Genoria Counsel)

Issu, Rreat Federal Procurement of Goods and Services 19go01
Contact: Office of the General Counsel: Procurement !av 1!.
Buaget Function" General Government: Uthet General rovernueert

Crqarizatin Concerned: General Services Administration.
Authorit,: Walsh-Nealey Act (41 .S.LC. 35 et seq.)- (PSL. 95-89

; 91 Stat. 553; 91 Stat. 562). B-182212 (1975). ?.P.R.
1-12.603. rF.PR. 1-12.60t.

Company protested rejection of its offer based on the
deteruination that the bidder via not a "manufacturer" or
"regilar dealer' within the meaning ot the Ialsh-Realey act. Tha
protest was dicoissed since authority for determining bidder' a
eligibility under the Act is vested in the Department of Labor.
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DIGUSBT:

Concractlig officer's deteralnination that bidder
is rnot u^anuf:.Atuier * * *;or A * * regular
dealer" within furvtew of Walsh-Healey Act is,
not for review Dty Gola becauise-authority for de-
tofuining finally that eidder is Ineligible
under the Act is vested in Department of Labor.

Rhimcc Industriee, Inc. (Rhimco' protests the
determination by the General Services Administration
(GSA) to reject its offer under solicitation No. FPOO-

! ~~~EX-49052-A.

The procurement is for a 'Federal Supply Schedule
requirements contract for notebaoks under which other
federal agencies maly'place orAers in, excess of $10,000
for each item. Pursuant to the Walsh-Healey.Act (Act),
41 U.s.c. 5 35 et sjL. (1970) and the ipplicible Federal
Procurement R6'glations (FPR) .1-12.603 and 1-12.604
(1964), the contracting officer foufid that Rhimco is
not a "manufactu:rerr or "regular de!iler" within the
purview of the Act and rejected its offer.

This 0ffice doe. not review detetminationa by
!couticting officers as to wheteer pnarticular firms
are "manufacturer[s]" or "reg'ular detalerfu]" within the
iueaniftg of the Walsh-Healey 'Act., Trand AdvertisinR
domp|iy, B-182212, February 19, 1975, 75--1 CPD 101.
The authority to finally determine that a bidder is
ineligible duo to the provisions of the Walsh-healey
Act is vested in the Department of Labor. Cf. Public
Law 95-89, August 4, 1977, 91 Stat. 553, 562.

In view of the above, the protest is dismissbd.

Jtk Paul G. D bIing
General C nsoel
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